
Current Concerns
The international journal for independent thought, ethical standards, moral responsibility,  

and for the promotion and respect of public international law, human rights and humanitarian law

30 June 2026
No 13
ISSN 1664-7963

Current Concerns 
PO Box 247
CH-9602 Bazenheid
Switzerland

Phone: +41 44  350  65 50
Fax: +41 44  350  65 51

E-Mail: CurrentConcerns@zeit-fragen.ch
Website: www.currentconcerns.ch English Edition of Zeit-Fragen

 ‘We can no longer pretend that what we are witnessing 
across war zones is in accordance with the law’

Speech given by Mirjana Spoljaric, President of the International Committee of the Red Cross,  
at the UN Security Council Open Debate on the Protection of Civilians in Armed Conflict – 20 May 2026, New York

Mr President,
Wars fought without rules transform 

wars between combatants into wars 
against civilians. 

In recent weeks, I have undertaken sev-
eral missions to the Middle East, where 
the impact of conflict on civilians is pain-
fully clear. But brutal patterns of warfare 
are becoming pervasive across regions 
from the Middle East to the Horn of Afri-
ca, to eastern Europe, and beyond.

We can no longer pretend that what we 
are witnessing across war zones is in ac-
cordance with the law. 

Not the scale of destruction. 
Not the scale of suffering. 
And not the language being used to 

justify it. 
When leaders direct their militaries to 

act without restraint, when they label their 
enemies as sub-human, when they threat-
en entire populations, they do more than 
incite war crimes. 

They threaten to destroy the moral 
foundations of what it means to be human. 

Across history, dehumanisation has 
been a consistent precursor to atrocity. In-
discriminate killing, torture and abuse be-
come far easier to justify when we stop 
seeing others as equal human beings. 

But what happens  
? It gives 

your enemy the green light to do the same. 
The real-world consequences are hor-

rific and undeniable. 
Entire territories reduced to rubble and 

hospitals destroyed, patients killed. Aid 
workers and medics repeatedly targeted. 

These are the IHL violations that hap-
pen in plain sight. 

Others happen in the shadows, in jail 
cells, detention centres and interrogation 
rooms far from public scrutiny. In the ex-
treme power imbalance between a person 
in a cell and those holding the keys, moral 
boundaries can easily collapse. 

In too many conflicts, people behind 
bars are stripped of any shred of their hu-
manity. They are recast as less than human 
and therefore unworthy of fair treatment 
or trial. They are robbed of their identities 
and are at risk of vanishing, as records of 
their whereabouts are destroyed. 

Dehumanisation is not limited to cap-
tured combatants; civilians deprived of 
liberty are often subjected to similar abus-
es. 

Deliberate cruelty does not happen by 
chance. There is no such thing as acciden-
tal torture or abuse. It is the product of 
a system designed to rationalise acts born 
from a disregard of the law and military 
strategies designed to irreversibly destroy. 

The Geneva Conventions are clear that 
in international armed conflicts – includ-
ing occupation – prisoners of war, civil-
ian internees and detainees have a right to 
be visited by the ICRC. We monitor their 
treatment and conditions, keep them con-
nected with their families and help prevent 
them from going missing.

Despite states’ obligation to allow 
ICRC visits, our access is denied or se-
verely restricted in far too many instances 
today – a dangerous erosion of the norms 
that risks harming not only people behind 
bars today, but also tomorrow.

We continue to carry out detention vis-
its wherever we are given access. Last 
week, I visited Karkh Central Prison in 
Baghdad, which now houses thousands 
of people of nearly 70 nationalities who 
were recently transferred from northeast 
Syria. Among them are children who were 
caught up in a war they did not choose and 
now face a life potentially behind bars. 

Their situation symbolizes what can 
happen when the international communi-
ty deems entire categories of people out-
side the bounds of the law and lacks the 

political and moral courage to manage 
their fate. 

For many people living through war or 
under occupation, the feeling of imprison-
ment is not confined to places of detention 
but [extends] to daily life. 

Today, the future of millions of civil-
ians across the world is shackled by a level 
of destruction that erases their homes and 
livelihoods, that severs them from their 
land, that denies them basic human dig-
nity. 

Armed conflict does not happen in a 
vacuum. Where politics fail, wars follow. 
It is therefore time to invest genuinely in 
the lasting resolution of conflicts, and not 
only the cursory management of them. 

Mr President,
Protecting civilians and treating your 

adversary within the confines of the law 
does not make you weaker. It strength-
ens your moral upper hand at home and 
abroad. 

The first steps towards peace are often 
found in the simultaneous release of pris-
oners or in the return of the deceased to 
their loved ones. These acts are far eas-
ier to carry out when parties respect the 
rules of war.

This is why I urge leaders to make in-
ternational humanitarian law a political 
priority. I am encouraged that 111 states 
have joined the call to be part of the Glob-
al IHL Initiative – an exceptional effort 
launched by Brazil, China, France, Jordan, 
Kazakhstan and South Africa to galvanise 
political commitment to international hu-
manitarian law. 

We cannot succumb to a political cul-
ture that erases the lessons born out of 
world wars, out of the ashes of mass de-
struction and genocide. 

It is up to you, as members of the Se-
curity Council, as members of the Unit-
ed Nations General Assembly and as 
State Parties to the Geneva Conventions, 
to change course. 

Thank you.	 •

Source:  https://www.icrc.org/en/statement/icrc-
president-un-security-council-open-debate-pro-
tection-civilians-armed-conflict of 20 May 2026

Mirjana Spoljaric  
(pictute World Bank)
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Jeffrey D. Sachs: “We are led by gangsters, and with a gangster mentality” 
km. On 17 June, the US and Iranian pres-
idents signed a “memorandum” – a dec-
laration of intent – which, in 14 points, 
is intended to lay the foundations for a 
ceasefire and further negotiations with 
the aim of reaching a peace agreement. 
No one can yet say what will come of 
this declaration. The public debate over 
who is the victor in this war is premature 
and unhelpful. It also shows that this de-
bate is still taking place in “war mode”. 
Would it not be better for all sides to dis-
cuss whether the agreed 14 points are 
justified? Not from the perspective of 
either of the warring parties, but from 
the perspective of international law and 
the UN Charter! There is much to be said 
for this! To answer the question of how 
to assess the agreed 14 points, we must 
also scrutinise the role of the US in this 
war – again, not from the perspective of 
any of the warring parties, but from the 
perspective of the law. This is what the 
American economist Jeffrey D. Sachs did 
in a video discussion with the Norwegian 
journalist and professor of political sci-
ence Glenn Diesen on 15 June 2026 – just 
a few hours after the first reports of an 
agreement between the governments of 
the US and Iran – stating, amongst other 
things, as follows1:

“[…] There are no operative norms 
against war in the US executive branch 
and certainly not in Trump’s mind. So, 
the idea that you bomb places, kill peo-
ple, assassinate people, this is a norm. 
There’s no sense in which any single 
American official would say, ‘Oh, but 

the UN charter doesn’t allow that.’ That 
statement doesn’t exist. We are led by 
gangsters and with a gangster mental-
ity. ‘Do what you can, get away with 
what you can. Anyone else is a sucker. 
Don’t be stupid. There’s no internation-
al law.’ […] There’s no moral compunc-
tion, legal compunction, no need to jus-
tify other than victory itself. […]

I think it’s probably the case that 
Trump was on a drunken high – from a 
delusional high, let me say – from Vene-
zuela in which some kind of inside oper-
ation between the CIA and the Venezue-
lan government agreed to the removal 
forcibly of the president of the country. 
It left a regime intact, but it changed the 
government and it changed politics, in a 
way, because it was the cover for the US 
to remove sanctions that had been put 
on Venezuela beforehand and start ship-
ping Venezuelan oil to the United States. 
And the Venezuelans were in a rather 
desperate need of cash and so they went 
along with this as well. 

And I think the Iranian gambit was 
not aiming to be a war. It was aiming to 
be a one-day operation. And everything 
we know about it tells us that story that 
there was a plan to install a [new] lead-
er. Trump said as much – kill the leader-
ship, decapitation – and everything will 
be all right the next day.

This is the behaviour of very naive, 
very arrogant people. It does show to 
my mind a complete breakdown of poli-
tics in the United States. Our institutions 
don’t work. We don’t have institution-
al review. We don’t have a functioning 

national security council, national secu-
rity apparatus. We certainly don’t have 
a republic in the sense of a constitution-
al order in which Congress would either 
declare war or have oversight over the 
actions of the executive branch or con-
trol through the budget.

We have none of that. We have a 
small gangster mentality group run-
ning things right now. It didn’t work for 
them. They face some constraints as a re-
sult of the failure of this one-day oper-
ation. This [the memorandum] is essen-
tially trying to find a way out. I think 
it’s not a surrender. It’s not a victory. It 
shows how useless – entirely – all of this 
gangsterism was and how much it hurts 
everyone else – us, especially the Iranian 
people, the 160 school girls killed on the 
first day of the strike in Minab. It’s been 
a disaster for everybody. 

The one place where it’s not been a 
disaster is in big tech, which has tried 
out its weapons and has gotten expand-
ed Pentagon contracts for AI systems. It 
made a few mistakes – like mass murder 
of school girls – but you know that’s all 
in the machine learning process and the 
systems learning process. Palantir has 
won. The Israeli stock market has won. 
So the warmongers came out ahead. The 
world suffered much, much larger loss-
es from a military, strategic and foreign 
policy point of view. This was not only 
useless; it was a loss.” 

1 https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=vkhJdxpbz_g of 15 June 2026; 

linguistically revised

September Talks “Mut zur Ethik” 4 to 6 September 2026 in Switzerland

‘Living in dignity’
(with speakers from Europe and overseas)

Following the fundamental dis-
regard for human dignity in 
the years prior to 1945, mani-
fested in war crimes, genocide 
and crimes against humanity, 
the newly founded United Na-
tions declared: All state authori-
ty has, first and faremost and as 
an indepensable requirement, 
the task and duty to respect 
and protect human dignity.

In recent decades, the world 
– and the major Western pow-
ers in particular – has drifted 

ever further away from this. Today, we are facing a total collapse 
of the human rights and international law systems: in international 
relations, but also within many states.

Crises and wars are happening more frequently. The existing 
world order has effectively ceased to exist. There is a threat of a 
major war in which weapons of mass destruction are also being 
used. There is a bitter struggle taking place over the future shape 
of the world order. Countries such as Russia and China, but also 

the Global South, are openly challenging the previous Western 
hegemony. What is being demanded is equality and equal rights, 
just as the United Nations Charter formulated back in 1945.

The moral state of Western power elites is catastrophic. Good 
faith has been replaced by lies and deceit. 

Today, when we can no longer be certain that human digni-
ty is respected and protected by the forces of state, peoples and 
the human community face an existential challenge: how do we 
enable and shape a life of dignity, even when our own state au-
thorities fail?

More than ever, we depend on living out our social nature and 
cooperating as equals. This raises the question of the conditio hu-
mana – the fundamental circumstances of our existence. Through 
reason and compassion, people are capable of recognising the 
fundamental principles necessary for moral and political action, 
and of thinking, feeling and acting in a humane manner. We must 
be, or become, aware of this. We must respect and take these con-
ditions into account so that human coexistence can be shaped in 
a humane way.

Information and registration
mze@mut-zur-ethik.ch

Mut zur Ethik

European Workinggroup
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‘War is the enemy of Europe’1 
by Arne C. Seifert*

“We are all now called upon to de-
sign a new architecture for the Eu-
ropean House. I have agreed with 
Secretary-General Gorbachev on 
the building blocks for a common 
European House.”2

(Chancellor Helmut Kohl, 1989)

T h e  q u e s t i o n , 
“How did it all 
begin?” helps us to 
realise that even a 
military status quo 
(“peaceful coex-
istence”) between 
adversaries can be 
more conducive to 
peace than rely-

ing exclusively on military power, “de-
fence,” or even “forward defence.” All 
three approaches stand in the way of 
lasting peace

This historical experience of Europe 
following the end of the Second World 
War is currently being repeated in the 
West Asia conflict. Israel is a recent exam-

ple: “Peace through security,” the Israe-
li narrative,” has failed since the nation’s 
founding. Experience suggests the oppo-
site case, “security through peace.” This 
will be possible only through peace with 
all Israel’s neighbours. 

Europe, if it so wished, could draw on 
its own experience: An overarching frame-
work based on stable inter-state relations, 
good working relationships at leadership 
levels, and the recognition of the military 
status quo has proved to be a kind of mas-
ter key to appropriate relations between 
and among states. Historically this has 
maintained a balance of power among the 
major powers. 

The ideological antagonism between the 
two blocs during the cold war evidently 
proved to be less of an obstacle than was 
generally assumed and treated as such. 
In this context, when Foreign Minister 
Hans-Dietrich Genscher and NATO Sec-
retary-General Manfred Wörner advocat-
ed overcoming the division between the 
peoples of Europe, involving the Sovi-
et Union and Russia in shaping Europe’s 
future, and creating a “lasting and just 
peace order for the shared continent,” 
these views carried weight.  The SPD 
also developed alternative proposals for 
a collective European security system, 
which Egon Bahr elaborated as the head 
of the Hamburg Institute for Peace and 
Conflict Research. In devising his vision 
for the post-Cold War era, he was guided 
by the concept of a “space between Lis-
bon and Vladivostok as a security enti-
ty.”3 Europe had “the opportunity to or-
ganise the security of its states in such a 
way that wars between them become im-
possible.”

All these opportunities for a sustain-
able European security order had al-
ready been squandered or shattered 
before the “Two-plus-Four Treaty be-
tween the Federal Republic of Germany 
and the German Democratic Republic” 
was signed in Moscow on 12 Septem-
ber 1990. Twenty-eight years later, in 
2018, Gernot Erler a Social Democrat, 
then serving as “Coordinator for Inter-
Societal Cooperation with Russia, Cen-
tral Asia, and the Eastern Partnership 
countries” at the Federal Foreign Office, 
remarked: “Today we are witnessing a 
deep crisis between Russia and the West. 
And at first glance, this appears to have 
stemmed from the conflict in Ukraine….  
The crisis clearly has deeper roots. It is 
becoming increasingly apparent that the 
conflict is not the cause, but rather the 
product of a longstanding process of loss 
of trust and alienation.”4

NATO’s eastward expansion  
and the deception of Russia

On 5 May 1990, at the opening of the 
Two-plus-Four talks on the “Treaty on the 
Final Settlement with Respect to Germa-
ny,” Edouard Shevardnadze, the USSR’s 
foreign minister, stated: “For us, NATO 
is what it has always been: a military bloc 
opposed to us, with a doctrine of a spe-
cific orientation and based on the prem-
ise of being able to launch a first nuclear 
strike…. If anyone were to try to corner 
us on matters affecting our security, this 
would – and I say this quite openly – lead 
to a situation in which our political flexi-
bility would be abruptly curtailed. Emo-
tions will run high here, the ghosts of the 
past will come to the fore, and the nation-
al complexes rooted in the tragic chapters 
of our history will resurface.”5

Consequently, even at that time, NATO 
enlargement, preventing the establishment 
of military infrastructure close to Rus-
sia’s borders, and the stationing of perma-
nent NATO troops in that region were at 
the very top of the USSR’s list of securi-
ty priorities as sources of mistrust. “Noth-
ing has been agreed,” Shevardnadze said, 
“until all aspects of the arrangement have 
been agreed upon, until a complete bal-
ance of interests has been found.” 

As outlined, the Federal Government 
initially agreed to the latter. In his memoir 
of the Two-Plus-Four negotiations, For-
eign Minister Genscher repeatedly em-
phasised that he had argued strongly in 
favour of duly accommodating the Sovi-
et Union’s security needs. In his speech 
at an event organised by the Evangelical 
Academy in Tutzing, West Germany, on 
31 January 1990, which was also attend-
ed by GDR Prime Minister Hans Modrow, 
Matthias Platzeck (then a minister without 
portfolio for the Green Party of the GDR 
in the Modrow cabinet) and Federal Presi-
dent Richard von Weizsäcker, he stated: “It 
is up to NATO to make it absolutely clear: 
Whatever happens within the Warsaw 
Pact, there will be no eastward expansion 
of NATO territory – that is, closer to the 
border of the Soviet Union. These securi-
ty guarantees are significant for the Soviet 
Union and its conduct. The West must also 
take into account the fact that the chang-
es in Eastern Europe and the process of 
German reunification must not lead to any 
impairment of Soviet security interests.”6

This was credible at the time, given 
Bonn’s intention to free itself from ex-
ternal constraints on its sovereignty that 
might hinder a more powerful German 
state on the international level. This re-

Arne Seifert  
(picture ma)

*	 Dr Dr h. c. Arne Clemens Seifert (born 1937 in 
Berlin), Ambassador (ret.), Senior Research 
Fellow, WeltTrends-Institute for Internation-
al Politics, Potsdam. Studied at the Institute 
for International Relations, Moscow, specialis-
ing in Turkey, Iran, and Afghanistan, graduat-
ed in 1963. Received his doctorate at the Institut 
für Internationale Arbeiterbewegung (Institute 
for the International Workers’ Movement), Ber-
lin, in 1977. Received an honorary doctorate 
from the Orient Institute of the Russian Acad-
emy of Sciences in 2017. Served in the Minis-
try of Foreign Affairs of the GDR from 1964 
to 1990: Arab States Division, working on the 
ground in Egypt and Jordan. Head of the sector 
for Iraq, Iran, and Afghanistan; Research Asso-
ciate to the Deputy Minister for Asia and Afri-
ca; Ambassador to Kuwait 1982–1987; Head of 
Department 1987–1990. After 1990: OSCE Mis-
sion to Tajikistan; Central Asia Advisor at the 
Center for OSCE Research (CORE), Institute 
for Peace Research and Security Policy at the 
University of Hamburg, specialising in OSCE 
and Central Asia research – civilian conflict pre-
vention, transformation, political Islam, secu-
lar-Islamic relations, and political processes. 
Recent publications include: Dialog und Trans-
formation – 25 Jahre OSZE- und Zentralasien-
forschung, (Dialogue and Transformation – 25 
Years of OSCE and Central Asia Research), 
Nomos; Islamischer Aufbruch in Zentralasien 
– Spezifika religiöser Radikalisierungspräven-
tion, (Islamic Awakening in Central Asia – Spe-
cifics of Religious Radicalisation Prevention), 
OSCE Yearbook Vol. 24, 2018; Friedliche Ko-
existenz in unserer Zeit – Der neue Kalte Krieg 
und die Friedensfrage, (Peaceful Coexistence in 
Our Time – The New Cold War and the Ques-
tion of Peace), WeltTrends 2021. “Regelbasierte 
internationale Ordnung” versus post-koloniale 
Emanzipation – Grenzen und Sackgassen eines 
globalen Hegemonieprojekts, (“Rules-based in-
ternational order” versus post-colonial emanci-
pation – limits and dead ends of a global hegem-
ony project), World Trends 2022
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quired the approval of the Soviet leader-
ship, and Bonn obtained it.

It is even now not clear whether Bonn 
was aware that as early as February 1990 
– while the Warsaw Pact was still in force 
– the American secretary of state, James 
Baker, had – during talks in Poland, Hun-
gary, and Czechoslovakia – sounded out 
their agreement to an eastward expansion 
of NATO. Robert L. Hutchings, foreign 
policy adviser in the first Bush admin-
istration, noted: While Poland and Hun-
gary proved to be enthusiastic support-
ers of NATO, things were more difficult 
in Prague. “President Havel was a more 
problematic figure … He had brought 
with him into office, from his days as a 
dissident, the conviction that both ‘mili-
tary blocs’ – that is, NATO and the War-
saw Pact – should be dissolved in equal 
measure and replaced by a new pan-Eu-
ropean peace order, preferably through 
the CSCE as a new collective security 
system…. We considered it important to 
explain to him why the United States did 
not believe that the CSCE could replace 
NATO as an instrument of European se-
curity, even if it were to adopt definitely 
a new understanding of its role.”7 Hutch-
ings made clear what “was at stake” for 
the US: to prevent the “reunification of 
the Germans” from leading to an agree-
ment “that could be detrimental to the en-
tire security structure of Europe for gen-
erations to come,… such as a withdrawal 
from NATO, or at least the banishment 
of nuclear weapons from German soil, 
or that they would comply with the de-
mand to withdraw all armed forces sta-
tioned in Germany.”8 Many in Washing-
ton regarded the institutionalisation of the 
CSCE process as anathema, because they 
feared that the Conference might under-
mine NATO.

The US administration knew that it 
need not take Bonn’s verbal distancing 
from an eastward expansion of NATO 
all too seriously. On the occasion of a 
visit to Washington on 17 May 1990 by a 
large delegation from the Federal Repub-
lic, led by Kohl and Genscher, to “coor-
dinate American and West German pol-
icy,” Hutchings noted: “Summary of the 
key points immediately after the meeting: 
Point Three: US troops are to remain sta-
tioned in a united Germany and elsewhere 
in Europe. Kohl attached particular impor-
tance to this.”9 The Clinton administration 
actively launched its strategy of NATO’s 
eastward expansion in 1993. According to 
documents from the US National Securi-
ty Archive, even Russian President Boris 

Yeltsin was initially led to believe that 
there were no plans for NATO’s eastward 
expansion.10

Consequently, this stance taken by 
Bonn and the US unfolded in parallel with 
the Two-Plus-Four negotiations, including 
the knowledge that the USSR, as a nego-
tiating partner on “German unity,” had al-
ready categorically rejected NATO’s east-
ward expansion. 

At the end of the Cold War Hutchings 
summarised his insights into the poli-
cies of the administration he had served: 
“Much as in 1919 and 1945, there was an 
atmosphere of triumph and anticipation 
that the values which had defeated the 
enemy would immediately bring about 
peace. But this time too, those hopeful ex-
pectations were dashed, whether in the US 
or in Europe.” 

Modus vivendi as the CSCE’s  
master key to peaceful coexistence

Europe’s tangible experiences of peace 
through the CSCE date back to a relative-
ly short period during the Cold War and 
even the early years following 1990. Dur-
ing this period, East and West were able to 
freeze or adjust security-related unpredict-
ability to a mutually agreed level. A mil-
itary status quo underpinned this peace 
despite parallel political and ideological 
discord. Both sides were aware of each 
other’s conflicting intentions. 

These experiences of the CSCE process 
offer a blueprint:
–	 The CSCE process operated in parallel 

with the Cold War and thus provided a 
forum for the equitable comparison of 
problems.

–	 The primary understanding of “conflict 
civilisation” (Dieter Senghaas) was 
the prevention of war between states. 
This was based on the realisation that 
it is not systemic differences per se 
that constitute the primary source of 
threat, but rather the militarisation of 
how these differences are dealt with. 
From this, a system of conduct devel-
oped over the course of the Helsinki 
Process: 

–	 European leaders from both East and 
West were able to safeguard their in-
ter-state relations from the very sword 
of Damocles that was the constant mu-
tual security threat, and to keep their 
(including personal) relations at lead-
ership levels intact.

–	 During the Cold War, East and West 
were able to freeze or adjust security 
policy unpredictability to a mutually 
agreed level. This enabled a compara-
tively predictable security policy envi-
ronment on both sides. This primarily 

benefited a truce in Central Europe, the 
dividing line between the blocs.

–	 This gave rise to a modus vivendi be-
tween East and West based on two pil-
lars: the military status quo and polit-
ical competition to be conducted by 
peaceful means. 

This overall framework of the modus viv-
endi – comprising stability in inter-state 
relations, working relationships at leader-
ship levels, and the military status quo – 
proved to be a kind of master key to en-
suring appropriate behaviour by states 
towards and with one another. It helped 
to balance and maintain the balance of 
power between the major powers.	 •
1	 Bahr, Egon. Der deutsche Weg (The German 

Path), Karl Blessing Publishers, Munich, 2003, 
p. 131.

2	 Press and Information Service of the Federal Gov-
ernment, No. 134/p. 1141, Bonn, 29 1989

3	 Bahr, Egon. Zu meiner Zeit (In My Time), Blessing 
Publishers, Munich 1996, p. 566.

4	 Neue Ostpolitik – Entspannen, Eindämmen, Ab-
schrecken? (A New Eastern Policy – Détente, 
Containment, Deterrence?), DGAP event, Ber-
lin, 1 June 2017, https://dgap.org/de/veranstaltun-
gen/neue-ostpolitik-entspannen-eindaemmen-ab-
schrecken

5	 Genscher, Hans-Dietrich. Erinnerungen (Mem-
oirs), Siedler Publishers, 1995, p. 775

6	 Oldenburg, Fred. Deutsche Einheit und Öffnung 
der Nato. Berichte/BIOst 55-1996 (German Re-
unification and the Opening up of NATO. Re-
ports / BIOst, 52–1996). Cologne: Federal Institute 
for Eastern European and International Studies, 
https://www.ssoar.info/ssoar/bitstream/handle/
document/4274/ssoar-1996-oldenburg-deutsche_
einheit_und_offnung_der.pdf?sequence=1

7	 Hutchings, Robert L. Als der Kalte Krieg zu Ende 
war, (When the Cold War Ended), Alexander Fest 
Verlag, Berlin, 1999, p. 176.

8	 ibid., pp. 155ff.
9	 ibid., p. 186
10	 Savranskaya, Svetlana; Blanton, Tom. Die Nato-

Osterweiterung: Was Jelzin zu hören bekam (NA-
TO’s Eastward Expansion: What Yeltsin Was Told), 
in: National Security Archive, 16 March 2018, p. 
1/14, in: LUFTPOST, Friedenspolitische Mitteilun-
gen aus der US-Militärregion Kaiserslautern/
Ramstein, LP 043/18 – 11 April 2018 (Peace Pol-
icy Reports from the US Military Region Kaiser-
slautern/Ramstein); https://nsarchive.gwu.edu/
briefing-book/russia-programs/2018-03-16/nato-
expansionwhat-yeltsin-heard

Worth reading
cc.Arne Seifert has launched his 
own website: https://www.konflikt-
friedensforschung-seifert.de.

On this website, interested readers 
can find numerous texts by Arne Seif-
ert on the regions, countries and plac-
es where he has worked and conduct-
ed his research, such as the Middle East 
and Central Asia. There is also a sec-
tion on international politics. The texts 
offer analyses and background infor-
mation that tend to be the exception 
rather than the rule in Western main-
stream discourse.

“‘War is the enemy of Europe’” 
continued from page 3
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Baffling Swiss adulation  
at the US air base in Ramstein

US bases in Germany in war mode – causing devastating environmental damage
by Helmut Scheben*

Weeks before the 
US and Israe-
li attack on Iran, 
t ranspor t  a i r-
craft were tak-
ing off and land-
ing at Ramstein 
Air Base almost 
every minute, as 
plane spotters ob-
served.1 Ramstein 

is the nerve centre of the wars and drone 
strikes that the US has waged and contin-
ues to wage in Arab countries and West 
Asia. Without Ramstein as a relay station, 
these operations would not be technical-
ly possible.

For this reason, the German govern-
ment and all German governments since 
the 1950s have been involved in US wars 
via the Ramstein Operations Centre. Inso-
far as these involve wars of aggression in 
breach of international law and “pre-emp-
tive” killings by drones, German govern-
ments are thereby violating the German 
Basic Law, Article 26 of which prohibits 
acts that disrupt the peaceful coexistence 
of peoples. For decades, German govern-
ments have responded to all complaints 
from Parliament and civil society accusing 
the executive of criminal acts with evasive 
answers and the flimsy justification that 
the government’s complicity cannot be 
legally proven. However, many legal ex-
perts regard the German government, in 
the Ramstein case, as an accomplice to se-
rious breaches of international law.

‘Nurseries, schools,  
sports centres, swimming pools’

On 3 June, the news magazine programme 
“Echo der Zeit” on Swiss public service 
radio broadcast a report on Ramstein2 in 
which this political dispute was not men-
tioned at all. On the contrary, the US 
military presence is portrayed as a great 
boon for Germany. Ramstein, in the dis-
trict of Kaiserslautern, has around 8,000 
residents, four-fifths of whom vote for 
the CDU. In the market square, an elder-
ly woman tells “Echo der Zeit” that Ram-
stein is “all right”, as all the doctors are 
practically within walking distance for 

her. The infrastructure is excellent, the 
reporter concludes: “Nurseries, schools, 
sports centres, a swimming pool – all 
thanks to the Americans who live here.”

If one includes the smaller facilities, 
there are several dozen US military bases 
on German territory.3 According to “Echo 
der Zeit”, the areas where they are locat-
ed are economic paradises: “The munici-
pality of Ramstein has a financial strength 
that others can only dream of.” If one is 
to believe Swiss radio’s best-known cur-
rent affairs programme, the presence of 
the US Army is a great boon for a region 
of 50,000 people in the Palatinate: “Shops, 
landlords, hotels, restaurants, but also 
tradespeople and construction firms – eve-
rything depends on the US military. Ac-
cording to the tax authorities, the Ameri-
cans generate two billion euros in added 
value for the region.”

These figures may well be accurate. 
However, not everyone benefits equally 
from this economic contribution. Mayor 
Ralf Hechler (CDU), a fan of the USA 
since childhood and, as he puts it, of its in-
comparable marshmallows and ice cream, 
mentions in passing in his eulogy to the US 
military that there is a shortage of afford-
able housing: “There are, after all, many 
who invest here purely in the business with 
the Americans – in flats and short-term 
apartment rentals at exorbitant prices.”

According to official figures, the Ger-
man government provides around one hun-
dred million euros a year in funding for the 
US bases4, a fact that goes unmentioned in 
“Echo der Zeit”. However, it is reasonable 
to assume that these official figures repre-
sent only a fraction of the actual costs. The 
environmental damage and health conse-
quences of military operations have so far 
been carefully glossed over.

The very same media outlets that, like 
“Echo der Zeit”, regularly remind us of 
climate change, the ecological footprint 
and our “responsibility for the planet”, 
are mostly blind and deaf when it comes 
to one of the greatest sources of environ-
mental damage5 – the military-industri-
al complex. Under pressure from NATO 
member states, its CO

2
 emissions were ex-

cluded from the Kyoto Protocol and other 
UN climate documents. Yet armament and 
wars are anything but climate-neutral.

The US military is the world’s larg-
est single consumer of energy. At the 
US’s 868 official military bases (in real-
ity, there are around a thousand), 320,000 
barrels of oil are consumed every day. For 
decades, the Pentagon has faced lawsuits 

worldwide over contaminated sites and the 
long-term effects of depleted uranium mu-
nitions, which were used by NATO in Iraq 
and during the Balkan wars, for example. 
Depleted uranium is a toxic heavy metal 
that causes kidney damage and other ill-
nesses when inhaled or ingested through 
contaminated food.

Take-offs and landings at Ramstein Air 
Base6 release well over a billion cubic me-
tres of exhaust fumes every year.7 These 
contain large quantities of sulphur diox-
ide, nitrogen oxide, carbon monoxide, car-
bon dioxide, bromine, lead and soot. The 
carcinogenic NATO aviation fuel JP-8 is 
regularly jettisoned into the air by large 
transport aircraft before landing, as they 
are not permitted to exceed a certain land-
ing weight. Behind closed doors, foresters 
warn against consuming contaminated fruit 
and mushrooms from the woods in the ap-
proach area of Ramstein Air Base. The air-
base is situated right in the middle of nature 
reserves and landscape conservation areas.

Controlled remotely  
via fibre-optic cables

Former US drone pilots, such as the whis-
tle-blower Brandon Bryant, have helped to 
ensure that these extrajudicial secret kill-
ings and their consequences have been 
brought to the attention of a wider public 
over the past two decades and are regarded 
as crimes by academics and legal experts 
worldwide. The drone operators are based 
somewhere in California or New Mexico. 
Their remote-control signals are transmit-
ted via fibre-optic cables to Ramstein and 
relayed from there via satellite to the at-
tack drones. Live video footage and sensor 
data flow back along the same route. Due to 
the curvature of the Earth, a direct satellite 
link between the American continent and 
the Middle East is technically impossible.

Since the 9/11 terrorist attacks, govern-
ments in Washington have justified their 
“extrajudicial killings” as self-defence. 
They claim that the US government “has 
the right to kill, anywhere in the world, 
any person whom it believes poses a threat 
to the US. The US government need not 
be formally at war with the country in 
which it carries out the killings, nor does 
it have to present any evidence – whether 
before a civil court, a military court or the 
public – that the person killed has commit-
ted a crime”. This is how Medea Benjamin 
describes it in her book “Drone Warfare. 
Killings by Remote Control”, one of many 
studies documenting how the practice of 

continued on page 6

Helmut Scheben  
(picture ma)

*	 Helmut Scheben, born in Koblenz, Germany, 
in 1947, was a wire service reporter and news 
media correspondent in Mexico and Central 
America from 1980 to 1985. In 1986 he became 
editor of the weekly newspaper WoZ in Zürich; 
from 1993 to 2012 he was an editor and report-
er for Swiss television, SRF, and for 16 of those 
years he was with Tagesschau.
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“flying executions” has become routine 
policy for the US.

Troop withdrawal  
from Ramstein barely an issue

In just one instance, the “Echo der Zeit” 
mentioned that Ramstein Air Base is 
“controversial among locals due to ques-
tions of war and peace”. A resident of 
nearby Kaiserslautern says he is “some-
times worried about what might hap-
pen there”. What he means is that the US 
wars might one day reach Ramstein. This 

brief passage is the only shadow cast over 
the political wellness oasis of T-bone and 
Tomahawk steaks presented in the report.

Finally, we hear from David Sirakov, 
Director of the Rhineland-Palatinate 
Atlantic Academy, which, according to 
its own statements, “aims to strength-
en transatlantic relations” – in other 
words, an academy modelled on the 
NATO concept. Sirakov allays any fears 
that the withdrawal of 5,000 US troops 
(5,000 out of 35,000) announced by 
Trump could leave Ramstein defence-
less against economic decline. In Weil-
erbach near Kaiserslautern, the Ameri-

cans are currently building the largest 
military hospital outside the US on a 
site covering more than a hundred foot-
ball pitches. Of the budgeted 1.8 billion 
euros, Germany is set to pay a modest 
contribution of 266 million, according to 
the plan. The construction of this mega-
clinic shows that the future of Ramstein 
Air Base is clearly secure.

The whole story in “Echo der Zeit” fol-
lows the same tune: let’s be happy and 
cheerful. The troop withdrawal threatened 
by Donald Trump is no big deal. No one 
is being withdrawn from Ramstein. Ram-

“Baffling Swiss adulation…” 
continued from page 5

continued on page 7

(graphic Wikipedia)
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CDU/CSU (Christian Democrats)  
and SPD (Social Democrats) are destroying  

Germany’s small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs)
by Professor Dr Eberhard Hamer, SME Institute of Lower Saxony

The fact  that 
the new Ger-
man grand coali-
tion even came to 
power is thanks to 
a disastrous traf-
fic light policy of 
“transformation”, 
“deindustrialisa-
tion” , and “ecol-
ogy instead of 
economy”. This 
deliberately un-
dermined the very 

foundation of SMEs and made their lives 
increasingly difficult with unprecedented 
production costs, “green” burdens and bu-
reaucracy, as well as the highest taxes and 
social security contributions worldwide in 
Germany.

SMEs believed that with Friedrich 
Merz, they would finally once again be 
able to elect a government friendly to 
them, for example through, the long-time 
chairman of the CDU’s SME association, 
Carsten Linnemann, and through Merz as 
a representative of a sound, prudent fiscal 
policy, as well as a halt to uncontrolled 
migration, green economic policies, and 
rising production costs.

Credibility lost
But Merz had already lost credibility even 
before taking power, by imposing on Ger-
many its largest debt package – over one 
trillion euros – through trickery and a 
constitutional amendment. This was not 
meant to revitalise small and medium-
sized enterprises (SMEs), but rather to 
finance the Ukraine crisis and purchase 
arms from corporations. Furthermore, 
construction and infrastructure companies 
are to be subsidised with even more debt.

No significant measures to support 
SMEs were included in the coalition 
agreement. Due to a sense of shame, the 
CDU’s representative for SMEs, Linne-
mann, resigned from the government. The 
SPD, after losing the election, prevailed 
on crucial issues, particularly in social 
policy. The coalition agreement does not 
bode well for SMEs in the coming years.

Ludwig Erhard achieved the post-war 
economic miracle in Germany by guar-
anteeing tax exemption for the profits re-
tained by small and medium-sized enter-
prises (SMEs). This measure affected 96 
per cent of all SMEs in Germany and, 
above all, it created a psychological cli-
mate of hope and optimism that motivated 
SMEs to achieve peak performance, max-
imum investment, and maximum growth, 
bringing the entire country an “economic 
miracle” and a period of prosperity.

Surveys conducted among SMEs by 
the SME Institute have revealed no hope-
ful outlook or boom mentality following 
the elections. In the 96 per cent of compa-
nies in our economy that rely on personnel 
services, dissatisfaction persists, in some 
cases hopelessness, and even fear of the 
measures the new government will take.

With its new debt of more than one 
trillion euros, the Merz government has 
not addressed consumer demand or the 
demand for goods and services provid-
ed by SMEs, but has rather unilaterally 
prepared the way for military and infra-
structure spending. The majority of this 
money will therefore flow to foreign cor-
porations. More than two-thirds of the 
military equipment is ordered from the 
USA, with tens of billions of euros being 
sunk into corrupt Ukraine, its collapsing 
army, and the continuation of the war. 
According to calculations by the Amer-
ican intelligence agency NSA, half of 
these funds never reach their intended 
purpose for the war, but instead disappear 
into corruption and kickback schemes. 
The Americans are therefore withdraw-

ing from this corrupt and useless war 
of subsidies, prompting Merz to rejoice 
that Germany can now become the larg-
est military power in Europe and he the 
leader in the Ukraine war.

To BlackRock’s delight 
This war in Ukraine is of no benefit to 
small and medium-sized businesses; on 
the contrary, it has harmed them through 
increased costs, most notably through 
drastically rising energy costs. This is be-
cause sanctions and the destruction of the 
Nord Stream gas pipeline have cut off the 
cheap Russian gas supply, forcing the im-
port of American fracking gas, which is 
three times as expensive. Merz has tried 
to prevent hopes of repairing the Nord 
Stream pipeline by urging Ursula von 
der Leyen to impose sanctions against the 
rest of the pipeline – to the delight of the 
American fracking industry and his for-
mer employer BlackRock, but to the Ger-
many’s detriment.

Once again, big business is being polit-
ically promoted and even subsidised at the 
expense of small and medium-sized enter-
prises, and all voters – especially SMEs 
– are being forced to shoulder exorbitant 
energy costs. Merz even intends to signif-
icantly increase the CO2 tax in the com-
ing years, a tax with which the EU author-
ity is attempting to pave the way for its 
own tax, as it currently lacks its own tax-
ing authority.

The long-time representative of Atlan-
tic big business Merz has not only lost 
credibility by acting against his promises 
(by incurring debt), but has also demon-
strated to SMEs in his first few months in 
office that he will disappoint their hopes 
for a new SME policy. Merz thinks in 
terms of corporations, capital, and the 
power of capital–he seems unable to grasp 
the mentality of our venture capitalists 
who invest at their own risk and run their 
own businesses.

Personnel companies  
are no capital companies

A personnel company is something com-
pletely different from a capital compa-
ny; it is a company run by people, with 
people, for people, and thrives on mutu-
al trust, not on mere profit maximisation 
as capital companies do. Ludwig Erhard 
knew that a large part of small and medi-
um-sized enterprise (SME) policy is psy-
chology. However, this requires a trust-

stein can continue to function as an opera-
tional hub for the US’s wars and its drone 
strikes. The message sounds like a press 
release from NATO headquarters in Brus-
sels: “Don’t worry, folks, everything will 
be all right.”	 •
1	 https://www.austrianwings.info/2026/02/us-

verlegungen-in-richtung-iran-hochbetrieb-auf-
der-ramstein-air-base/

2	 https://www.srf.ch/audio/echo-der-zeit/ram-
stein-die-bedeutung-des-groessten-us-militaerstu-
etzpunktes?partId=YAWJL0T0SMNU6mzvzYcDcv
u9Iro

3	 https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Liste_der_ameri-
kanischen_Milit%C3%A4rstandorte_in_
Deutschland

4	 https://www.spiegel.de/wirtschaft/kosten-fuer-
us-truppen-deutschland-zahlte-fast-eine-milli-
arde-euro-in-zehn-jahren-a-d4a670c3-8b6f-4b54-
8770-eaecf2236d69

5	 https://www.ziviler-friedensdienst.org/de/ak-
tuelles/gastbeitrag-militaer-und-krieg-als-klimak-
iller

6	 https://umwelt-militaer.org/us-air-base-ramstein-
altlasten/

7	 https://www.pressenza.com/de/2019/06/die-um-
welt-killer/

First published on https://www.infosperber.ch/
politik/welt/air-base-in-ramstein-ein-abzug-der-
usa-waere-eine-katastrophe/ on 9 June 2026
(Translation Current Concerns) continued on page 8

Eberhard Hamer  
(picture ma)

“Baffling Swiss adulation…” 
continued from page 6
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worthy representative of SMEs in political 
leadership, and Merz no longer has one 
after losing Linnemann.

Therefore, SMEs can hardly expect 
credible SME policy from Merz, the for-
mer representative of capital interests and 
now a warmonger.

On the other hand, no credible SME 
policy can be expected from the coalition 
partner SPD (the Social Democrats) and 
their chairman Lars Klingbeil either.

Ignorance of the nature of small and 
medium-sized enterprises 

The Social Democratic Party (SPD) se-
cured the Ministry of Labour and Social 
Affairs for itself; this is crucial for pro-
duction costs and has been waging a class 
struggle for workers against capital for 
decades, following in the footsteps of Karl 
Marx. However, even Marx’s theory of ex-
ploitation targeted corporations, i.e. capi-
tal companies, and specifically the own-
ers and managers of large corporations. 
He overlooked the fact that more than 96 
per cent of our businesses are not corpo-
rations at all, but rather that entrepreneurs 
and their employees form a cohesive per-
formance team and that, therefore, the 
“exploitation of workers” he wrote about 
does not occur in companies based on per-
sonnel. This harmonious situation within 
SMEs stands in stark contrast to the so-
cialists’ class struggle theory regarding 
corporations. SME policy must therefore 
implement a personal, trust-based econo-
my, as the SME Institute in Hanover has 
been advocating unsuccessfully for dec-
ades.

The policies of higher production costs, 
higher minimum wages, reduced working 
hours, and costly bureaucratic and social 
welfare programmes less affect corpora-
tions than – to more than 90 per cent – 
labour-intensive small and medium-sized 
enterprises, thus harming SMEs more than 
large corporations. Even if this is not due 
to malice, but rather to a lack of under-
standing of the fundamentally different 

team structure of SMEs, it cannot gener-
ate trust, a positive outlook, or economic 
growth in the SME sector.

The Social Democrats stand for bureau-
cratisation and enormous tax burdens

An example of this is that our SMEs are 
not only burdened with the highest taxes 
and social security contributions in the 
world, they also bear the heaviest bureau-
cratic burden. Every entrepreneur in Ger-
many has to spend more than 1,000 hours 
annually fulfilling bureaucratic obliga-
tions: reports, inspections, statistics, reg-
ulations, and so on.

This burden has increased dramatical-
ly in the last decade due to green environ-
mentalism and the EU. No wonder that 
the productive economy is desperate and 
downsizing in Germany, while unproduc-
tive bureaucracy is our biggest growth sec-
tor.

The black-and-red coalition govern-
ment has so far failed to grasp that eco-
nomic growth and prosperity stem pri-
marily from the 96 per cent of personnel 
businesses in our economy, and that ef-
fective policies for small and medium-
sized enterprises do not consist of sub-
sidising corporations or providing social 
benefits to ever-larger segments of the 
population. After all, two-thirds of our 
population live on state transfer pay-
ments, including more than 6.5 million 
people who are completely unemployed, 
relying on “Bürgergeld”, i.e. basic in-
come, and social benefits – many of 
them better off than if they were working. 
When you burden labour with the highest 
taxes and social costs in the world you 
should not be surprised if people lose 
their interest in working.

Continuing to burden the SME sector 
ever more overwhelms its capacity, de-
stroys it, and has led to the current frustra-
tion among SME owners.

Those who make policy only for fringe 
groups are strangling the productive SME 
sector. We have already lost more than a 
million SMEs (mostly self-employed indi-
viduals). Of the remaining approximately 

4 million, we will lose another million in 
the next two years. The loss of small and 
medium-sized enterprises means increas-
ing unemployment and growing social de-
mands coupled with decreasing state and 
social welfare provision.

What will our children say?
Losing our SMEs is not only a problem 

for the business owners themselves – who 
are falling into the abyss of the destruc-
tion of their livelihood – but also means 
increasing unemployment for employees, 
a declining GDP, a threat to social cohe-
sion, and the proletarianisation of our so-
ciety.

At its peak around the turn of the millen-
nium, the middle class encompassed half of 
our population (47 per cent), but it has al-
ready declined by more than 4 per cent and 
will emerge from the recession as compris-
ing only a third of our society. This means 
the crash of millions of middle-class fam-
ilies, including self-employed and em-
ployed families, and livelihoods.

The government’s lack of SME policies 
is therefore not just a theoretical error, but 
an existential disaster for millions.

This is likely also the reason why the 
entire firewall cartel [against the Alterna-
tive for Germany, AfD] tolerates no al-
ternative criticism. The fear of discuss-
ing their flawed policies leads Merz and 
his ilk to resort to anti-democratic exclu-
sion of critics from practical politics and 
to fight against any alternative, just as all 
dictatorships have defamed, fought and 
persecuted their critics.

Enthusiasm among the middle class 
cannot be generated through such policies 
and behaviour.

Our children will one day mourn the 
flourishing, bourgeois Germany that we, 
through our election of anti-middle-class 
parties and policies, have de-bourgeois-
ified and thus proletarianised. The cul-
prits will be long gone (with pensions, 
of course) and can no longer be held ac-
countable, because we failed to hold them 
accountable in time.	 •
(Translation Current Concerns)
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‘To serve the interests of all humanity’
Joint Declaration of the Russian Federation  

and the People’s Republic of China on the Establishment  
of a Multipolar World and a New Type of International Relations of 20 May 2026

The Russian Federation and the People’s 
Republic of China (hereinafter referred 
to as the Parties), being civilisations with 
an ancient history, founding countries 
of the United Nations (UN) and perma-
nent members of its Security Council, im-
portant centres of power in a multipolar 
world, playing a constructive role in main-
taining the global balance of power and 
improving the system of international re-
lations, 

guided by the ideas of the Russian-Chi-
nese Joint Declaration on a Multipolar 
World and the Formation of a New Inter-
national Order of 23 April 1997, the Joint 
Declaration between the Russian Federa-
tion and the People’s Republic of China 
on the International Order in the 21st Cen-
tury of 1 July 2005, the Joint Statement of 
the Russian Federation and the People’s 
Republic of China on the Current Situa-
tion in the World and Major International 
Issues of 4 July 2017, the Joint Statement 
of the Russian Federation and the People’s 
Republic of China on International Rela-
tions Entering a New Era and Global Sus-
tainable Development of 4 February 2022, 

state the following: 
1. Since the end of World War II, chang-

es in the international landscape and the 
balance of power in the world have ac-
celerated. 

On the one hand, the wave of decoloni-
sation and the end of the Cold War led to a 
significant increase in the number of sov-
ereign states in the world. Global socie-
ty has become more diverse and complex. 
The development and international influ-
ence of states in Asia, Africa, the Mid-
dle East, Latin America, and the Caribbe-
an have risen. The number of regional and 
interregional associations, spanning all 
areas of international relations, from poli-
tics and security to economics and human-
itarian affairs, has increased, and their role 
in global affairs is steadily growing. Glob-
al interconnectedness and interdepend-
ence have reached levels unprecedented 
in human history. Attempts by a number 
of states to unilaterally manage global 
affairs, impose their interests on the en-
tire world, and limit the sovereign devel-
opment of other countries, in the spirit of 
the colonial era, have failed. The system 
of international relations in the 21st cen-
tury is undergoing a profound transforma-
tion, evolving toward a long-term state of 
polycentricity and the emergence of a new 
type of international relations. 

Most states, drawing on their historical 
experience, have deeply recognised the 
dawn of a new era and the need to pursue 

the path of forming a more cohesive inter-
national community, as well as mutual re-
spect for fundamental interests, equality, 
justice, and mutually beneficial coopera-
tion without dividing the world into op-
posing regions and blocs. 

On the other hand, the global situa-
tion is becoming more complex. Negative 
neo-colonial tendencies such as unilater-
al forceful approaches, hegemonism, and 
bloc confrontation are on the rise. Funda-
mental, universally recognised norms of 
international law and international rela-
tions are regularly violated, and it is be-
coming more difficult for states to coor-
dinate their actions and resolve conflicts 
within global governance institutions, 
many of which are losing their effective-
ness. The global peace and development 
agenda is facing new risks and challenges, 
and there is a danger of fragmentation of 
the international community and a return 
to the “law of the jungle.” 

2. Advocating for a harmonious pro-
cess of establishing an equal and order-
ly multipolar world and a new type of in-
ternational relations, including a more 
just and rational system of global govern-
ance, the Parties undertake and call upon 
the international community to adhere to 
the following basic principles in their re-
lations with each other: 

1) the principle of openness of the 
world for inclusive and mutually benefi-
cial cooperation. 

It is important to overcome the divi-
sions of the world and promote the elimi-
nation of cross-border barriers in various 
spheres, while respecting the sovereignty, 

territorial integrity, and identity of all sov-
ereign states. There is no universal devel-
opment path in the world, and no “first-
class” countries or peoples exist. The 
natural differences between states in such 
a diverse and complex world should not be 
an obstacle to the development of equal, 
respectful, and mutually beneficial rela-
tions between them. It is essential to re-
spect the choice of each sovereign state’s 
path and development model. Democra-
tising international political relations and 
building a more open global economy are 
in the fundamental interests of all coun-
tries. Unilateral approaches to resolving 
common problems, hegemony, and coer-
cive policies in any form are unacceptable; 

2) the principle of indivisible and equal 
security. 

The emergence of a more cohesive in-
ternational community amid growing 
common risks and challenges for humani-
ty means that the security of one state can-
not be achieved at the expense of another. 
All sovereign states have an equal right to 
security. It is necessary to pay due atten-
tion to the rational security concerns of all 
countries, focus on cooperation on securi-
ty issues, reject bloc confrontation and ze-
ro-sum game strategies, oppose the expan-
sion of military alliances, “hybrid wars”, 
and “proxy wars”, and promote the crea-
tion of a renewed, balanced, effective, and 
sustainable global and regional security 
architecture. Disagreements and disputes 
should be resolved peacefully, addressing 
the root causes of conflicts. It is unaccep-

Russian-Chinese talks on 19 and 20 May 2026 in Beijing. Here, smaller delegations 
are sitting opposite one another. (picture Vladimir Smirnov, TASS)
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table to coerce sovereign states into aban-
doning their neutrality. 

3) the principle of democratisation of 
international relations and improvement 
of the global governance system. 

All states and their associations are 
free to choose their international part-
ners and models of international inter-
action. Global hegemony is unaccepta-
ble and must be prohibited. No state or 
group of states should control internation-
al affairs, dictate the fate of others, or mo-
nopolise development opportunities. The 
system of global governance and regula-
tion must ensure conditions for the equal 
participation of all states in political deci-
sion-making processes and their benefits, 
and it must be continuously improved. 
Global governance, an important instru-
ment for regulating the system of inter-
national relations, must adhere to sover-
eign equality, the rule of international law, 
multilateralism, human-centeredness, and 
results-oriented approaches. To this end, 
it is necessary to strengthen the role of 
multilateralism as the primary tool for re-
solving multifaceted and complex global 
problems and prevent the weakening of 
the UN. Reform of the UN and other mul-
tilateral institutions must serve the inter-
ests of all humanity and consistently en-
hance the representativeness and voice of 
developing states in the international sys-
tem. The UN Charter is the fundamen-
tal norm of international relations, and its 
principles must be observed in their en-
tirety and interrelationship. Rules devel-

oped by a small group of states should not 
replace generally recognised internation-
al law. Large states must assume special 
responsibilities and missions, impose ad-
ditional demands on themselves, and not 
abuse their advantages; 

4) world civilisational and value diver-
sity. 

All human civilisations are valuable and 
equal in themselves; civilisations are not 
divided into highly developed and under-
developed, strong and weak. The spiritu-
al and moral system of no civilisation can 
be considered exclusive or superior to oth-
ers. All countries must advocate for a view 
of civilisation based on equality, the mutu-
al exchange of experiences, and dialogue. 
They must strengthen mutual respect, un-
derstanding, trust, and exchanges between 
different nationalities and civilisations, pro-
mote mutual understanding and friendship 
among the peoples of all countries, and 
protect the diversity of cultures and civili-
sations. It is necessary to resolutely oppose 
the use of human rights as a pretext for in-
terference in the internal affairs of other 
states, as well as the politicisation and in-
strumentalisation of human rights issues. 
Religion is an important conduit for human 
culture, playing a special role in building 
ties between peoples, and all states must 
create favourable conditions for interreli-
gious dialogue and exchanges. 

3. The parties will continue to devel-
op a joint vision for the formation of a 
multipolar world and a new type of more 
equitable international relations.	 •
Source: Unofficial translation by Lyle 
Morris https://x.com/LyleJMorris/sta-

tus/2057182454390141391, 20 May 2026; krem-
lin.ru/supplement/6486

“‘To serve the interests of all …’” 
continued from page 9

Alternatives to a world of power politics, greed and war
km. More than a month ago, on 20 May 
2026, Russian President Vladimir Putin 
and Chinese President Xi Jinping signed 
the “Joint Statement of the Russian Fed-
eration and the People’s Republic of China 
on Further Deepening the Comprehen-
sive Strategic Partnership of Coordination 
for a New Era and on the Promotion of a 
Multipolar World and a New Type of In-
ternational Relations”. The statement con-
cluded a two-day state visit by the Russian 
President to China on 19 and 20 May.

Since 1997, Russia and China have is-
sued a series of joint declarations point-
ing in a similar direction. This year’s 
statement is comparatively concise. Of-
ficially, it has been published only in Rus-
sian and Chinese. In the Western main-
stream media, however, the document 
has not been made available either in 
English or in German.

The declaration offers a counterpoint 
to the acute dangers of a major war, to 
the armed conflicts already under way, 
to the immeasurable human suffering 
and catastrophic destruction they have 
caused, to genocide and to the erosion 

of fundamental principles of interna-
tional law. This is why the document de-
serves attention. Not because its pro-
posals could be implemented overnight, 
but because it demonstrates that, be-
yond the confines of the Western main-
stream, serious efforts are being made 
to explore alternatives to a world driven 
by power politics, greed and war.

The joint Russian-Chinese declaration 
is only one example, albeit a particular-
ly significant one, as it comes from two 
major powers that exert considerable in-
fluence on world affairs. There are many 
other initiatives of this kind. Across the 
globe, civil society organisations are qui-
etly but persistently analysing interna-
tional developments with intellectual 
honesty and without ideological preju-
dice, while searching for ways out of the 
present crisis.

One such example – deserving far 
greater attention in the German-speak-
ing world, although it enjoys considera-
ble recognition outside the West – is the 
work of the International Progress Or-
ganization (IPO), which has been active 

for decades. Its website, www.i-p-o.org, 
offers a wealth of information and docu-
ments numerous valuable initiatives.

Mention should also be made of 
the efforts of the worldwide Catho-
lic Church to promote a just and peace-
ful international order in which every 
human being can live in dignity, an as-
piration reaffirmed in Pope Leo XIV’s re-
cent encyclical “Magnifica humanitas” 
(see also page 16).

Declarations such as the one issued 
by the Russian and Chinese presidents 
do not reinvent the wheel. Rather, they 
give contemporary expression to ideas 
that humanity has developed through-
out its long – and ultimately irrepressi-
ble – search for reasonable and humane 
solutions to the challenges of each age. 
They also build upon principles that 
found perhaps their clearest and most 
enduring expression in the Charter of 
the United Nations.

To borrow the words of the new en-
cyclical, the goal is not another Tower of 
Babel, but the building of “a city in which 
God and humanity dwell together.”
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The most radical act:  
Intellectual curiosity as political resistance

by Raïs Neza Boneza*

Imagine walking into a library. You pull 
a volume of Marx from the shelf, and in-
stantly – every conservative thinker dis-
solves into mist. Burke, Tocqueville, 
Hayek – gone. You reach for Chateaubri-
and, and suddenly Luxemburg, Gramsci, 
and Fanon vanish without a trace.

If a librarian did this, we would call 
it censorship. If a government did it, we 
would call it propaganda. When an algo-
rithm does it, we call it personalisation.

This is the political condition of 2026.
The central ideological conflict is no 

longer simply left versus right. It is human 
complexity versus algorithmic reduction. 
The machines that mediate our public life 
operate under a singular economic imper-
ative: maximise engagement. Engagement 
means time. Time means data. Data means 
profit.

Nuance is a drag on this business 
model. Nuance slows momentum, intro-

duces doubt, invites reflection. Outrage, 
by contrast, scales beautifully. So the al-
gorithm learns: if you consume Jordan Pe-
terson, you will want ten more Petersons. 
If you quote Judith Butler, the rest of the 
intellectual world should disappear from 
your feed. What passes for a public square 
is in fact a hall of mirrors.

The right complains that universities 
and cultural institutions have become ide-
ological echo chambers. This is not entire-
ly untrue. Yet the right has simultaneously 
constructed its own digital echo chambers, 
where every crisis – from inflation to cli-
mate instability – is reduced to a single 
cultural scapegoat.

The left warns that reactionary pop-
ulism and conspiracy culture are metasta-
sising across the internet. This is not en-
tirely untrue either. But the left has also 
cultivated spaces where questioning cer-
tain orthodoxies brings swift excommuni-
cation.

Both sides profess horror at polarisa-
tion. Both sides are exquisitely optimised 
for it. Algorithms did not invent tribalism 
– human beings were already formida-
ble at that. What they did was industrial-
ise it, transforming cognitive bias into in-
frastructure.

Historically, intellectual life was built 
on productive friction. Orwell engaged 
both socialists and conservatives. Arendt 
critiqued capitalism and revolutionary 
dogma with equal severity. Baldwin dis-
mantled liberal hypocrisy and conserva-
tive racism in the same paragraph. Today, 
the algorithm politely spares us such in-
convenience. It determines that if you ad-
mire Baldwin, you must never encoun-
ter Sowell. If you quote Sowell, you must 
never read Davis. The result is not ideo-
logical clarity. It is intellectual atrophy.

The deepest effect of algorithmic life 
is not merely polarisation but a peculiar 
form of secularisation. Not the disappear-
ance of religion, but something more in-
sidious. Traditional societies were bound 
by shared narratives – religious, philo-
sophical, civic – that anchored identity 

in something larger than the self. The al-
gorithm replaces these with micro-tribes, 
defined entirely by what you click, what 
you seethe over, what you performatively 
condemn. You no longer join a communi-
ty; you subscribe to a feed. Feeds require 
constant stimulation. Outrage becomes 
ritual, scandal becomes liturgy, cancel-
lation becomes excommunication. Wel-
come to the algorithmic church, where 
engagement metrics serve as gods and 
retweets as sacraments.

The irony is exquisite. Both the radical 
left and the radical right cast themselves 
as resistance movements. Both are among 
the most efficient products of the system 
they claim to oppose. Algorithms reward 
the loudest voices, the sharpest insults, the 
simplest narratives. This is why thought-
ful political thinkers rarely trend. A viral 
tweet is not the natural habitat of Amartya 
Sen or Isaiah Berlin. But it is the perfect 
habitat for ideological gladiators. The al-
gorithm loves a fight – preferably one that 
never concludes.

Defenders of algorithmic culture offer 
a familiar rejoinder: no one forces you 
to watch anything. Technically true. But 
the same defence could be offered for a 
library where half the books vanish de-
pending on which volume you open first. 
Choice without exposure is not freedom. 
It is curated ignorance.

The most radical act available today is 
deceptively simple: read someone you dis-
agree with. Open Marx and Hayek in the 
same afternoon. Read Fanon and Burke. 
Let Baldwin argue with Sowell in your 
own head. The algorithm will resist this – 
it will try to pull you back into the famil-
iar, the affirming, the outrage that keeps 
you scrolling.

Resist anyway. Because the real dan-
ger of the digital age is not that we disa-
gree. It is that the machines have quietly 
arranged it so that we never truly encoun-
ter one another. To break that arrangement 
is no longer just an intellectual habit. It is 
a political act.	 •
Source: Transcend Media Service of 25 May 2026

*	 Raïs Neza Boneza (born 1979, Zaire – now the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo) is a writer, 
poet, and peace researcher based in Norway. His 
life traces the fault lines he writes about: from 
eastern and western Congo to the Africans Great 
Lakes, across borders where history rarely stays 
still. Multilingual and transnational, he works 
across African and European languages, carry-
ing oral memory into written form. He has col-
laborated with Johan Galtung, one of the found-
ers of modern peace research, and continues to 
operate at the intersection of scholarship, activ-
ism, and artistic expression. Beyond his roles as 
consultant and lecturer for international NGOs 
and institutions, he is co-convener of Transcend 
Global Network, a global platform dedicated to 
peace, development, and environmental justice. 
His work moves between poetry and political 
analysis, exile and return, memory and resist-
ance. Selected publications include Peace by Af-
rican’s Peaceful Means (2005), Nomad: Sounds 
of Exile (2006), Nomad: A Refugee Poet (2019), 
White Eldorado, Black Fever (2019), Black Em-
eralds (2020), and Formless (2024).

Raïs Neza Boneza  
(pictute ma)

“The most radical act available today is deceptively simple: 
read someone you disagree with. Open Marx and Hayek in 
the same afternoon. Read Fanon and Burke. Let Baldwin 
argue with Sowell in your own head. The algorithm will re-
sist this – it will try to pull you back into the familiar, the 
affirming, the outrage that keeps you scrolling.”
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27 years of the UN Security Council resolution 1244
Pressures and Blackmail Continue

Statement by the Belgrade Forum for a World of Equals of 9 June 2026

Twenty-seven years have passed since the 
adoption of the UN Security Council Res-
olution 1244 (10 June 1999). Serbia has 
fulfilled all of its obligations under this le-
gally binding document. Other actors still 
have not fulfilled their stipulated obliga-
tions toward Serbia and the Serbs.

Violence against Serbs in Kosovo and 
Metohija, ethnic cleansing, and the usur-
pation of their property continue and, in 
recent times, have intensified, taking on a 
systematic character. The desecration, de-
struction, and usurpation of religious and 
cultural-historical monuments contin-
ue with the tacit approval of the interna-
tional community. Around 250,000 Serbs 
have been expelled and other non-Alba-
nians are still prevented from exercising 
their right to a free, safe, and dignified re-
turn. The provision on the return of agreed 
contingents of the Army and Police of Ser-
bia has not been implemented, including 
their deployment at the most important 
international border crossings. The EU is 
blackmailing Serbia by demanding that it 
renounce its right to sovereignty and terri-
torial integrity, abandons the rights guar-
anteed by the Resolution 1244, and recog-
nize the criminal creation of the so-called 
Republic of Kosovo, only then obtaining a 
chance for membership in the EU. Nego-
tiating Chapter 35 is a proof of this black-
mail and disregard for UNSC Resolution 
1244. Certain countries are arming, equip-
ping, and creating the armed forces of the 
so-called Kosovo, pushing it into certain 
military alliances, thereby also directly vi-
olating Resolution 1244.

NATO and EU member states were the 
first to recognize the illegal unilateral se-
cession of Kosovo and Metohija and there-
by once again grossly violated the funda-
mental principles of the UN Charter and 
the UN Security Council Resolution 1244. 
However, five EU member states – Roma-
nia, Spain, Greece, Slovakia, and Cyprus, 
as well as the majority of UN member 
states, respect international law and Res-
olution 1244 and do not recognize the il-
legal creation, for which Serbia express-

es its full appreciation. Leading EU and 
NATO countries have exerted and contin-
ue to exert unacceptable pressure on other 
countries to likewise recognize the illegal 
creation of the so-called Kosovo and its 
admission to certain international organ-
izations.

Serbia pursues an open, principled, 
and constructive policy, respects the UN 
Charter and international law, the sover-
eignty and territorial integrity of other 
countries, and has the right to demand 
that other states, including EU member 
states, respect its sovereignty and territo-
rial integrity.

Although the UNSC Resolution 1244 
is a comprehensive, universally binding 
international legal document of the high-
est legal authority and obliges all mem-
bers of the world UN organization, the EU 
continuously exerts pressure for Serbia to 
accept another legally binding agreement 
which, in its essence, is contrary to UNSC 
Resolution 1244. This contradiction is 
reflected in the fact that the Resolution 
1244 confirms the sovereignty and integ-
rity of Serbia and autonomy for Kosovo 
and Metohija within Serbia, while leading 
EU member states demand that Serbia re-
nounce its sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity and recognize the illegal creation 
of the so-called Kosovo as a neighboring 
and independent state.

Such demands are arrogant, unlaw-
ful, coercive, contrary to the fundamental 

principles of international relations and 
are not acceptable. Serbia should fight for 
and demand that all UN member states 
respect UNSC Resolution 1244, that EU 
policy, including Negotiating Chapter 35, 
be aligned with that document, that all un-
implemented provisions of the Resolution 
1244 be respected and carried out, that no 
unlawful obligations be imposed on Ser-
bia from any side, and that all measures, 
steps, and decisions that constitute a vio-
lation of or disregard for the provisions of 
the Resolution 1244 be declared null and 
void, and that matters related to Kosovo 
and Metohija be returned to their previous 
state.	 •

Resolution 1244

ef. A conflict between Serbia and Kos-
ovo has been smouldering for over 20 
years. Serbia does not recognise Ko-
sovo as a separate state, citing Unit-
ed Nations Security Council Resolution 
1244 (1999) of 19 June 1999. The reso-
lution had brought an end to the 78-
day NATO aggression against Serbia; 
it guaranteed Serbia’s sovereignty and 
territorial integrity, Kosovo’s status as 
part of Serbia under international law, 
and substantial autonomy for the prov-
ince of Kosovo and Metohija within 
Serbia. Nevertheless, Kosovo unilater-
ally declared its independence in 2008, 
which was subsequently recognised by 
NATO and EU member states.

The role of the media: calling a spade a spade
As the 19 May 2026 issue of Current Con-
cerns (No 10) makes clear, the divide be-
tween the economy and democracy – which 
has existed since the Industrial Revolution 
in the 19th century – is in danger of becom-
ing a chasm into which we could all plunge 
sooner rather than later. The fundamental 
human values of solidarity, freedom and 
equality are, in fact, increasingly falling 
victim to power-obsessed individuals who 

believe they must mask their inner poverty 
with outward military dummies. If the rep-
utable media wish to fulfil their democrat-
ic responsibility, they must not only report 
to us, the voters, on this war machine, but 
also name the organisations that are work-
ing to dismantle it – and explain how we 
can support them.

Michel Mortier, Zug (CH)
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continued on page 14

Jean Ziegler 1934–2026, a monument  
of integrity and intellectual honesty

by Alfred de Zayas

I met Jean Ziegler at the PEN Club 
in Geneva more than thirty years 
ago. I already knew many of his 
books and was impressed by his 
clarity and coherence, his cour-
age to take on the military-indus-
trial-financial-media-academic 
complex, his resolute rejection of 
colonialism, neo-colonialism, im-
perialism and their sequels. Zie-
gler was well aware that speaking 
truth to power would bring hos-
tility and defamation against him, 
as Terentius wrote: veritas odium 
parit. In other words, he expect-
ed pushback from those whom he 
exposed as aggressors, war mon-
gers, corrupt politicians, white-
collar criminals or genocidal  
killers.

His last book “Où est l’Espoir” 
(Seuil, Paris 2024) reveals how 
Ziegler was profoundly committed 
to making the planet a better place 
to live for all of us. He warned 
about predator capitalism, oppor-
tunism, exploitation and nihilism.  
He exposes the hypocrisy of our 
so-called democratic leaders, who 
are not interested in what the peo-
ple want or need, and are only out 
to enrich themselves while giving 
lip service to “democracy” and the 
“rule of law”. It is not surprise that 
he was hated by politicians in the US, UK, 
France and Germany. The chapter “L’ordre 
cannibale du monde” (the cannibalistic in-
ternational order) decries the growing in-
egalities characterised by billionaires and 
the abject poor side by side, the  betrayal of 
human rights by the elites, the exploitation 
of us all by the transnational corporations, 
in particular the agro-industries.  Where 
is hope? Ziegler asks: In human rationali-
ty, in solidarity, in our right and duty to re-
sist. He quotes one of his favourite poets, 
the Chilean Pablo Neruda, victim of the US 
ordered coup d’état against Salvador Allen-
de in 1973, in an expression of hope and re-
silience.    

From 1967 to 1983 and again from 1987 
to 1999 he was a Geneva member of the 
National Council for the Social Democrat-
ic Party. His father was a German-speak-
ing magistrate in Thun, where young Hans 
grew up. In 1953 he enrolled at the Fac-
ulty of Law at the University of Bern and 
later studied sociology in Geneva and, from 
1956, sociology in Paris and New York. In 
1958 he received his doctorate and became 
a lecturer in sociology in Bern.

As a professor of sociology at the Uni-
versity of Geneva, Ziegler inspired his stu-
dents. I too had the opportunity to attend 
some of his lectures and meet with him 
at the university. An elegant and eloquent 
man, he was very popular with young peo-
ple, precisely because he was straight-for-
ward and, in spite of the serious issues he 
dealt with, he displayed a keen sense of 
humour. He was an institution at the uni-
versity until his retirement in May 2002, 
but he continued as permanent visiting 
professor at the Sorbonne in Paris.

In his youth he counted Jean-Paul Sar-
tre and Simone de Beauvoir among his 
friends.  In fact, it was they who encour-
aged him to change his first name to Jean. 

He became world-famous primarily 
thanks to his landmark reports to the UN 
Commission on Human Rights and later 
Human Rights Council, where he served 
as special rapporteur on the right to food 
from 2000 to 2008. Here he made a name 
for himself as an advocate for the disad-
vantaged, the hungry and the malnour-
ished. His reports were raw and shock-
ing. He was also a member of the UN 

Task Force for Humanitarian Aid 
in Iraq. From 2008 to 2012 he was 
a member of the Advisory Com-
mittee of the UN Human Rights 
Council. I myself became UN rap-
porteur in 2012 and during my six 
years as an independent expert on 
international order, I repeatedly 
consulted him – always generous 
with his time and a veritable foun-
tain of knowledge.

Ziegler liked to quote Che Gue-
vara, in particular the iconic state-
ment “hasta la victoria siempre”, 
urging us not to give up, but to 
persevere until victory. Ziegler 
never abandoned the hope that 
reason will prevail over the insan-
ity of casino economics and sav-
age competition.  He strongly be-
lieved in the right to international 
solidarity and supported Virginia 
Dandan in her efforts to draft a 
Declaration on the Human Right 
to International solidarity1.

He appreciated the importance 
of collective rights, not just in-
dividual rights, for he knew that 
for billions of people food, water, 
shelter and education were far 
more important than the right to 
property!  Ziegler recognised that 
the extreme materialism of West-
ern culture was doomed to fail-
ure because it was destroying the 

human acquis of millennia, the importance 
of spiritual values. He believed in the right 
to leisure, the right to enjoy life and not be 
obliged to “produce”.  It was more impor-
tant to be than to do, more important to 
develop one’s personality than to become 
a billionaire, more important to live a full 
life than to accumulate material goods and 
strive for power over others. Civilization 
meant love, empathy, solidarity – not sky-
scrapers and technological gadgets. 

Ziegler knew that after 1945 there was 
a real hope of a new start based on the UN 
Charter, which is akin to a world constitu-
tion. The UN was phenomenal in stand-
ard-setting, rapidly adopting conventions, 
establishing monitoring mechanisms, 
lacking, however, implementation powers. 
The International Court of Justice, akin to 
a universal constitutional court, similarly 
lacks the means to enforce judgments and 
advisory opinions. 

While the UN has failed to prevent 
wars, it has at least provided a discussion 
forum, an opportunity to give off steam, 
since “bla bla is always preferable to boom 

Jean Ziegler and Alfred de Zayas at the 2015  
Salon du Livre in Geneve. (picture Alfred de Zayas)
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“Jean Ziegler 1934–2026 …” 
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boom”, e. g. during the 1962 Cuban mis-
sile crisis, when UN mediation helped pre-
vent nuclear war. What is needed today is 
a Global Compact on Education for Peace 
in the spirit of the UNESCO Constitution 
which reminds us that “since wars begin in 
the minds of men, it is in the minds of men 
that the defences of peace must be con-
structed.”2 A new mindset should follow 
the motto of the ILO “si vis pacem cole 
justitiam” – if you want peace, cultivate 
social justice.  The UN and its agencies in-
cluding ILO, WHO, WIPO, UNDP, UNEP, 
UNRWA, remain crucial for the survival of 
civilized life on the planet.  

If the UN did not exist, humanity would 
have to establish comparable internation-
al institutions to advance peace and devel-
opment. Ziegler advocated UN reform as a 
matter of urgency. Many scholars, includ-
ing myself in my 2013 report to the Gen-
eral Assembly, have made concrete, imple-
mentable pragmatic proposals. Alas, the 
political will of major powers is lacking, 
and the mainstream media continues to dis-
seminate fake news, fake history and fake 
law, which hinder constructive dialogue.

During his career Ziegler travelled a great 
deal. A committed socialist, he visited Cuba 
on several occasions. Once, he fell ill in Ha-
vana and received blood transfusions, which 
led him to say he had genuine Cuban blood. 
Nicolas Wadimoff made a splendid docu-
mentary film on Ziegler, which I strongly 
recommend all readers to see3. 

I fondly remember a lovely dinner invi-
tation at the home of Dr. Fawzia Assaad, 
my predecessor as President of PEN In-
ternational Centre Suisse romand. The 
widow of a high-ranking ILO official and 
herself an accomplished novelist with 
many superb books, Fawzia was a won-
derful host. That evening I also met Zie-
gler’s wife Erica Deuber, an art historian, 
professor, and lively conversationalist. 

We talked about world literature, but 
also about the world surrounding us, about 
politicians in Switzerland, France, Ger-
many, the United States. We talked about 
peace as a human right, recognising that 
there can be no sustainable peace if there 
is structural violence, if there is racism, 
discrimination, segregation. Surely no 
peace can ever emerge if we continue kill-
ing each other’s children. Only by chang-
ing the paradigm of endemic exploitation, 
by breaking the vicious circle of violence 
can be hope to arrive at harmonious rela-
tions with each other.

Bob Dylan’s unanswered questions re-
main relevant today: “How many times 
must a man look up before he can see the 
sky? How many ears must one man have, 
before he can hear people cry?” Are the 
answers just blowing in the wind? Or will 
the questions remain unanswered, made 

irrelevant by our hypocrisy, gone with our 
tardy vestiges of human kindness? 

Ziegler was must concerned with the 
Orwellian destruction of language, the 
weaponisation of human rights, relent-
less media disinformation, wrong budg-
etary priorities, military interventions, 
sanctions and blockades, censorship and 
self-censorship. How many deaths will it 
take ‘til we know that too many people 
have died? Pete Seeger’s “ubi sunt” lyrics 
also remain unanswered. “Where have all 
the flowers gone?” – Gone to graveyards 
everyone. Will our leaders ever learn? Will 
we? These and other topics we discussed 
during that memorable evening.

I particularly cherish a telephone con-
versation I had with Ziegler in June 2024, 
when my wife Carla and I were on the 
train returning from the Hermann-Hesse 
Tage in Sils-Maria.  Suddenly my wife’s 
mobile phone rang. (I refuse to have a mo-
bile because I don’t want to be followed 
by the CIA everywhere). It was Ziegler, 
who had my wife’s mobile number and 
had tried unsuccessfully to reach me at 
home. He wanted to thank me for the long 
letter I had addressed to him for his 90th 

birthday on 19 April 2024. We talked for 
a good half hour about everything, includ-
ing my Hesse translations that had been on 
the agenda at Sils-Maria. He shared with 
me his love for Rilke and Hesse poems. He 
sounded inspired, happy!

Ziegler left us on 10 June 2026, but not 
as orphans. He also left us with a man-
date to continue his work, implementing 
his UN reports and books, including the 
following:
–	 Le Livre noir du capitalisme (The 

Black Book of Capitalism), co-au-
thored, Le Temps des Cerises, 1998.

–	 Der Aufstand des Gewissens: Die nicht-
gehaltene Festspielrede (The Revolt of 
Conscience: The Festival Speech That 
Was Never Delivered), Salzburg 2011

–	 Betting on Famine: Why the World 
Still Goes Hungry, The New Press, 
New York 2013.                                   •

1	 https://www.ohchr.org/en/documents/position-
papers/declaration-right-international-solidar-
ity

2	 https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/constitu-
tion

3	 http://rts.ch/play/tv/documentaires/video/jean-
ziegler-loptimisme-de-la-volonte?urn=urn:rts:vid
eo:d2203651-ba77-3862-8516-b54403b764cf 

“Ziegler was must concerned with the Orwellian destruction of lan-
guage, the weaponisation of human rights, relentless media disinfor-
mation, wrong budgetary priorities, military interventions, sanctions 
and blockades, censorship and self-censorship. How many deaths will 
it take ‘til we know that too many people have died?” 

Let us call for a change in education policy!
I was shocked to learn that so many pu-
pils, after completing their entire school 
career, are unable to do arithmetic, read 
or write. It reminds me of my own school 
days in Year 5 back in 1951. Sitting in the 
back row were two pupils who were hav-
ing to repeat the year for the second time. 
This was certainly not a good situation for 
the teacher. He had to cover the curricu-
lum with the rest of us and was unable to 
give these pupils the attention they need-
ed. It seems that, seventy years on, we are 
still facing the same problem. Pupils with 
additional learning needs do not receive 
enough support, and there is no guaran-
tee that the rest of the class will be able to 
study in peace. 

Now, education experts and teachers 
with many years’ experience have plucked 
up the courage and are no longer willing to 
accept this situation. They have gone pub-
lic and are calling for a wide-ranging de-
bate. They have been grappling with this 
problem for years, but unfortunately the 
school authorities have not been receptive 

to their concerns. It is sad that pupils are 
not being taught sufficiently in arithmetic, 
writing and reading. As a result, they will 
be unable to meet the demands of their fu-
ture careers, which will have a negative 
impact on their lives. I believe there is no 
alternative but to revise the curriculum so 
that teachers once again have enough time 
to practise these skills with their pupils 
until they reach the required standard. 

In Switzerland, we cannot afford to be 
without skilled professionals in the hotel 
industry, the care sector and the skilled 
trades. Our reputation in these professions 
has been very good up to now. The fact 
that neighbouring countries are seeing the 
same alarming results among school leav-
ers is all the more reason to take action. 
Let us call on the education and school au-
thorities to reverse their strategy regarding 
the teaching of basic skills, and in doing 
so show some compassion for our young 
people.

Hans-Peter Stump. Meilen (CH)
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‘What it means to preserve humanity’
Excerpt from the Encyclical ‘Magnifica humanitas’

zf. In “Current Concerns” No 12, of 9 
June 2026, we drew attention to Pope Leo 
XIV’s new encyclical, “Magnifica human-
itas,” with two brief articles. To highlight 
the significance of this papal teaching 
document, we would like to publish vari-
ous passages from the text in no particu-
lar order. We have omitted the numerous 
footnotes; please refer to the original text 
for these.1

112. Having considered the issues of re-
sponsibility and governance of AI, we 
must now return to our central question: 
what does it mean to safeguard our hu-
manity? The risk extends beyond the mis-
use of certain technologies. More grave-
ly, the pervasive technocratic paradigm in 
which we are immersed, and that is am-
plified by the digital revolution and AI, 
threatens to normalize an anti-human vi-
sion. In that vision, the fullness of life 
is equated with having more, reducing 
weakness, eliminating uncertainty and 
exerting total control. When efficiency 
becomes the ultimate measure of value, 
human beings are tempted to see them-
selves as a project to be optimized rather 
than as persons called to relationship and 
communion.

113. In reality, elevating any single di-
mension of human existence to an ab-
solute is always a mistake. Indeed, dis-
order does not arise only from scarcity; 
even unchecked growth can give rise to 
impoverishment. In an ecosystem, bal-
ance is disrupted when one species ex-
pands at the expense of others; in human 
life, something similar occurs when one 
faculty claims to be the measure of eve-
rything. Thus, intelligence, when absolu-
tized, overshadows other essential dimen-
sions of life, such as affection, the will, 
commitment and relationships. Similar-
ly, technical power, if left unbalanced, 
does not make us more capable; it makes 
us more isolated and more vulnerable to 
being dominated and excluded. This crit-
ical point does not oppose intelligence, 
but serves as a reminder that when intel-
ligence becomes self-referential, its true 
purpose of serving life and the human per-
son is lost.

114. The quality of a civilization is 
measured not by the power of its means, 
but by the care it is able to offer, by its 
ability to recognize the other as a face not 
merely as a function. The ability to care 
for one another is a fundamental dimen-
sion of our humanity, one that is learned 
and mastered through lived experience. 
Reading stories to a child, offering com-
pany to an elderly person and arranging 
a home so that it is welcoming are simple 

gestures often rooted in family life. They 
teach us to value care at a societal level 
and train us to recognize others as persons 
worthy of attention. Technology can also 
support this mutual care between people, 
for example, by providing tools that help 
us anticipate and organize things, without 
undermining human freedom and judg-
ment. After all, human beings are the sub-
jects of relationships and responsible for 
their own decisions.

Underlying narratives:  
transhumanism and posthumanism

115. In an attempt to shed light on the cul-
tural assumptions accompanying the on-
going digital revolution, I would now like 
to turn our attention to certain currents of 
thought that interpret progress as surpass-
ing the human condition, and which are 
often grouped under the labels of transhu-
manism and posthumanism. These per-
spectives form the ideological background 
present in some centers of technological 
power and occupy the collective imagi-
nation in a simplified form, especially in 
the media and on social networks. They 
tend to foster enthusiasm for new tech-
nologies through a futuristic vision of 
an “enhanced human being” or “human- 
machine hybrid.”

116. Transhumanism and posthuman-
ism encompass a range of currents and 
sensibilities, making it difficult to define 
them in a single, unambiguous way. They 
can be likened to an archipelago of con-
ceptual “islands,” distinct yet connect-
ed by a common “sea” of assumptions, 
namely the central role of technology 
and the aspiration to transcend the limits 
of the human condition. In general, tran-
shumanism envisions the enhancement of 

human beings through technologies – such 
as biomedicine, body engineering, devices 
and algorithms – with the aim of increas-
ing performance and capabilities. Post-
humanism, especially in its more radical 
forms, goes further: it challenges anthro-
pocentrism and envisions a hybridization 
of human beings, machines and the en-
vironment, even anticipating a threshold 
where humanity surpasses itself in a new 
evolutionary stage. Even when such ideas 
remain largely speculative, they gain rel-
evance by altering the collective imagina-
tion and thereby influence social, econom-
ic and political choices.

117. From the perspective of the 
Church’s Social Doctrine, the key issue 
is not the use of technology as such, but 
the vision that underlies it. If the human 
being is treated as something to be per-
fected or surpassed, it becomes easier to 
accept that some lives are less useful, less 
desirable or less worthy. In the name of 
progress, “necessary sacrifices” may begin 
to be justified, placing the burden on the 
most vulnerable in pursuit of a supposed 
optimization of the species. In this re-
gard, the aforementioned warning of Saint 
Paul VI retains great foresight: indeed, sci-
entific and technological advances, when 
detached from moral and social progress, 
end up turning against humanity. For this 
reason, a clear distinction must be made. It 
is one thing to integrate technology within 
a human-centered, relational vision; it is 
quite another to be guided by an outlook 
that devalues human limits and promises a 
purely technical form of “salvation.”

The limit, the heart and the  
grandeur of the human person

118. Our relationship with life seems to 
be in crisis today. Everything that appears 
as a “limit” – incapacity, illness, old age, 
suffering, vulnerability – tends to be seen 
primarily as a defect to be corrected, rath-
er than as a reality through which our hu-
manity matures and opens itself to rela-
tionship. And yet we must remember that 
humanity flourishes not  despite  limita-
tions, but often through them. The light 
of faith offers a perspective on reality 
that helps us recognize what we call the 
“contingency” of the things of this world. 
While it is right to strive to alleviate the 
suffering that marks human life, it is also 
wise to acknowledge our fundamental 
finitude, knowing that “religious expe-
rience, and in particular Christian faith, 
propose that we live, without oversimpli-
fication, this ambivalence between human 
greatness and limitation, interpreting it in 

continued on page 16
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“‘What it means to preserve …’” 
continued from page 15

the light of our original and fundamental 
relationship with God.”

119. It is precisely within our limita-
tions that the following find a place: com-
passion, as well as a sincere concern for 
the needs of others; a generosity that can 
emerge even in the midst of darkness and 
failure; spiritual experience and the wor-
ship of God. We see this at many moments 
when our limits become tangible: when we 
face rejection, when we suffer the illness 
or loss of a loved one, when we encounter 
our own weakness or failure. Mysterious-
ly, it is precisely in such moments that we 
can discover a new wisdom, tangibly expe-
rience the closeness of others and encoun-
ter the presence of the Lord.

120. Even when limitations are experi-
enced as inner suffering, human wisdom 
teaches us not to deny or suppress it, but to 
integrate it. To eliminate suffering entire-
ly would mean, in the end, extinguishing 
love and desire as well. Those who love 
and desire cannot avoid passing through 
trial and suffering; and over the years, we 
carry within us lessons that leave their 
mark like scars, the memories of a journey 
shaped by freedom and failure, dreams 
and disappointments. It is only thanks to 
the interplay of these elements that the 
wonders of the soul occur within us, al-
lowing us to sense the richness of our hu-
manity. To renounce this adventure, both 
tragic and splendid, in the name of a pre-
sumed transcendence of all limits, could 
mean many things, but it would no long-
er be human.

121. The moral corruption of our lim-
itations as created beings – namely the 
evil that clearly agitates the human heart 
– ruins society and life, at times reaching 
extreme forms of inhumanity. Yet even 
these painful expressions of our limita-
tions leave openings for the good. Even 
when persons dehumanize themselves 
and bring about tragedy, a small light con-
tinues to shine within humanity, one that 
can be rekindled, with God’s grace, along 
paths of conversion and reconciliation. 
As Viktor Frankl rightly observed, in mo-
ments of horror, “we have come to know 
man as he really is. After all, man is that 
being who invented the gas chambers of 
Auschwitz; however, he is also that being 
who entered those gas chambers upright, 
with the Lord’s Prayer or the Shema Yis-
rael on his lips.”

122. Finitude, when truly accepted, 
does not diminish us but opens us to rec-
ognizing the face of God and others. In-
deed, precisely because we experience 
limits – vulnerability, suffering and fail-
ure – we can recognize the inviolable dig-
nity of every person, both our own and 
that of others. In this same experience, 
we remain capable of intuiting a fraterni-

ty greater than ourselves and of perceiv-
ing injustice as a scandal. Authentic cul-
ture and art preserve this spark, resisting 
the normalization of evil. […]

123. History does not appear solely as a 
record of human violence, but also as ev-
idence that humanity is capable of creat-
ing institutions that protect our shared life. 
Over the past two centuries, this can be 
seen in several emblematic achievements: 
the founding of the International Commit-
tee of the Red Cross (1863), whose oper-
ational neutrality ensures compassionate 
care for all; the long process that led to the 
abolition of slavery, which represented not 
only a legal shift but a transformation of 
conscience; the establishment of the Unit-
ed Nations (1945) and the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights (1948), which 
articulated a shared language for affirm-
ing, at least as a common ideal, the uni-
versality of human dignity; and the 1951 
Refugee Convention, which recognizes the 
duty to protect those fleeing persecution 
and danger. In each of these cases, the de-
sire for good took concrete shape in public 
contexts – laws, institutions and practices 
– capable of limiting the abuse of power 
and defending the vulnerable. Yet none of 
these developments emerged without en-
countering resistance, narrow interests or 
cultural inertia. Moral progress almost al-
ways unfolds through a long and demand-
ing journey, often marked by setbacks. We 
need only think of stalled peace process-
es or the slow implementation of environ-
mental commitments. The very fragility 
of these achievements highlights how pre-
cious the responsibility is of those who in-
itiate and sustain them.

124. Certain events make it clear that 
history can also change when individuals 
truly take the dignity of everyone serious-
ly: the civil rights movement in the Unit-
ed States of America, closely associated 
with the testimony of Martin Luther King 
Jr., or the end of apartheid in South Africa 
following the release of Nelson Mandela 
and his decision not to surrender the future 

to hatred. In different contexts, many cou-
rageous and generous women have also 
stood out, including Saint Laura Montoya, 
Saint Teresa of Calcutta, Dorothy Day, 
Marie Skłodowska-Curie, Maria Montes-
sori, Elisabeth Elliot, Wangari Maathai, 
Benazir Bhutto and countless others from 
every continent whose commitment has 
contributed to making history more hu-
mane.

125. Alongside these public signs, there 
is a more hidden but decisive story. We see 
it in religious communities that choose to 
serve in poor and dangerous places. We 
also see it in the martyrs of fraternity and 
justice, such as Saint Maximilian Mary 
Kolbe, Saint Oscar Romero and Blessed 
Enrique Angelelli; and in those witnesses 
who embodied the hope of the Gospel as 
well as human dignity amidst harsh, often 
inhumane conditions, such as Venerable 
Francis-Xavier Nguyễn Văn Thuận. Above 
all, it is visible in the “martyrs of everyday 
life” who care for, educate, accompany and 
comfort without fanfare, such as parents, 
nurses, doctors, volunteers and those who 
remain alongside an elderly person or an 
outcast. Their testimony demonstrates that 
goodness does not advance automatical-
ly, but requires the perseverance, memory 
and interior conversion necessary to begin 
anew, even after defeat.

126. It is this intertwining of just insti-
tutions, credible witnesses and daily fidel-
ity that sustains hope and provides clear 
direction for technological progress with-
out allowing the heart to regress. For this 
reason, humanity — in all its grandeur and 
woundedness — must never be replaced 
or surpassed. We can embrace the techno-
logical progress that alleviates suffering 
and unlocks new possibilities, provided 
that we do not abandon the very essence 
of our humanity, namely the capacity for 
relationship and love. […]	 •

1	 https://www.vatican.va/content/leo-xiv/de/en-
cyclicals/documents/20260515-magnifica-hu-
manitas.html

“In reality, elevating any single dimension of human exist-
ence to an absolute is always a mistake. Indeed, disorder 
does not arise only from scarcity; even unchecked growth 
can give rise to impoverishment. In an ecosystem, balance 
is disrupted when one species expands at the expense of 
others; in human life, something similar occurs when one 
faculty claims to be the measure of everything. Thus, intel-
ligence, when absolutized, overshadows other essential di-
mensions of life, such as affection, the will, commitment 
and relationships.”


